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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under tlie provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 January 2006 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim{s) 1-32 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-32 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required If the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Application/Control Number: 1 0/685,966 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3641 

1. Claims 1-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Throughout the claims, applicant refers to chamber 23 (the chamber above the magazine 
and between the breech block (rearward position) and the barrel breech) as the firing chamber. 
This description is not consistent with the meaning of this terminology in this art. In this art, the 
terminology "firing chamber" references the chamber that holds the ammunition when the 
ammunition is fired. Generally, this chamber is the chamber in the rearward or breech portion of 
the barrel. Applicant's chamber 23 that contains the unitary magazine block is located in a 
loading chamber and not a firing chamber. 

Also note that the magazine is not located in the loading chamber (firing chamber 23) but 
rather is located in the magazine well below the loading chamber. Consequently, the claim 
language "such magazine is inserted into such firing chamber" (see claim 1) is not an accurate 
description of the invention. The claim language in claim 21, lines 9-10, directed to "when such 
magazine is inserted thereinto" is indefinite for like reasons. 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Throughout the 
written specification, chamber 23 is referred to as a firing chamber. Since chamber 23 is not the 
chamber used for firing of the cartridge this is an inaccurate description. Chamber 23 could be 
accurately described as a loading chamber. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 12, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Badoni (447) in view of either Rost et al. (895) or Ruger et al. (892). 

Badoni discloses a firearm safety system comprising: 

a) an elongated magazine block; 1 0 

b) a lower portion removably attachable to a magazine; bottom of 10 

c) the magazine; inside 21 

d) an upper portion to prevent forward movement of bolt; top of 10 (see fig. 3) 

e) near and far side portions; left and right sides of 10 

f) a pair of opposing shoulders; 26 

g) stiff plastic. col. 2, lines 8-10 
However, undisclosed is an automatic magazine locking and release means. Rost et al. 

(see fig. 2) and Ruger et al. (see figs. 5, 7) each teach an automatic magazine locking and release 
means. Applicant is selecting and assembly structure in an analogous art setting that performs the 
same intended function after assembly as prior thereto. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in this art at the time of the invention to apply the teachings of Rost et al. or Ruger 
et al. to the Badoni firearm safety system and have a firearm safety system with an automatic 
magazine locking and release means. 

5. Applicant's arguments are addressed as follows. It is argued that block 10 of Badoni is an 
implement that is not attachable to any magazine. This is not convincing. The Badoni firearm 
must be attached to a magazine in order to function. Further, Badoni specifically recites "a 
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receiver cartridge chamber 21" intended to receive a magazine. Note that all that applicant has 
claimed in "an integral lower portion removably attachable to an upper end of such magazine". 
Consequently, there is no requirement that the lower portion of the magazine block even contact 
the magazine. Once a magazine is placed inside the receiver chamber 21 (a requirement for the 
firearm to function), the magazine is not only attachable to the lower portion of the magazine 
block but is in fact attached to the lower portion of the magazine block albeit indirectly. With 
regard to the argument that Badoni is lacking an implement having a lower portion that fits into a 
magazine, this claim feature is not claimed in any of the claims at issue. With regard to the 
argument that the bolt of Badoni is a retracting bolt used with bolt action rifles and not with 
magazine base rifles, this argument is not convincing because it is not accurate. The Badoni 
firearm with associated boh is clearly designed to be used with a magazine loaded into the 
cartridge receiving chamber 21. 

6. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Badoni (447) in 
view of Rost et al. (895) or Ruger et al. (892) as applied to claims 1,12, and 14 above, and 
further in view of Preston (810). 

Badoni, Rost et al. and Ruger et al. apply as previously recited. However, undisclosed is a 
charging handle and bolt catch associated with the boh. Preston teaches a charging handle 19 and 
boh catch 70 for associated boh 18. Applicant is selecting and assembling analogous art structure 
that performs the same function after assembly as prior thereto. It would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in this art at the time of the invention to apply the teachings of Preston to 
the firearm safety system of Badoni in view of either Rost et al. or Ruger et al. and have a 
firearm safety system whh a charging handle and bolt catch associated with the retractable bolt. 
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7. Claims 1 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Arrequin 
(794) in view of either Rost et al. (895) or Ruger et al. (892). 

Badoni discloses a firearm safety system comprising: 

a) an elongated magazine block; 26, 30, 3 1 

b) a lower portion removably attachable to a magazine; lower 26 

c) the magazine; 72 

d) an upper portion to prevent forward movement of bolt; see fig. 8 

e) near and far side portions; and left and right sides of 26 

f) a pair of opposing shoulders. forward and rearward of 26 
However, undisclosed is an automatic magazine locking and release means. Rost et al. 

(see fig. 2) and Ruger et al. (see figs. 5, 7) each teach an automatic magazine locking and release 
means. Applicant is selecting and assembly structure in an analogous art setting that performs the 
same intended fiinction after assembly as prior thereto. It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in this art at the time of the invention to apply the teachings of Rost et al. or Ruger 
et al. to the Arrequin (794) firearm safety system and have a firearm safety system with an 
automatic magazine locking and release means. 

8. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Arrequin (794) in 
view of Rost et al. (895) or Ruger et al. (892) as applied to claims 1,12, and 14 above, and 
further in view of Preston (810). 

Arrequin (794), Rost et al. and Ruger et al. apply as previously recited. However, 
undisclosed is a charging handle and bolt catch associated with the bolt. Preston teaches a 
charging handle 19 and boh catch 70 for associated bolt 18. Applicant is selecting and 
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assembling analogous art structure that performs the same function after assembly as prior 
thereto. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in this art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Preston to the firearm safety system of Arrequin (794) in 
view of either Rost et al or Ruger et al. and have a firearm safety system with a charging handle 
and bolt catch associated with the retractable bolt. 

9. Claims 2-11,13, 15-20, and 22-25 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. Claims 26-32 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

1 1 . Applicants arguments filed on 1/26/2006 (with regard to Badoni) have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. These arguments have been addressed in the preceding 
paragraphs of this Office action. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen M. Johnson whose telephone number is 571-272-6877. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Carone can be reached on 571-272-6873. The Central FAX phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 800-786-9199, 
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